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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1, 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Cheng (US 2001/005595 in view of Winkler (US 2002/0160820) . 

As to claim 1, Cheng teaches a telephone-controlling device for integrating 

communication comprising: a microprocessor (see fig. 1, number 210, paragraph 0016) 

is used to control a telephone interface circuit and a interface circuit, and to render the 

telephone interface circuit to proceed to connecting with an external telephone network, 

and to render the interface circuit to proceed to connecting with a headset; the 

telephone interface circuit (see fig. 1, number 220, paragraph 0016) is connected with 

the microprocessor, and is used to connect with the external telephone network; the . 

interface circuit is connected with the microprocessor, and is used to proceed with 

wireless two-way transmission of sound messages with the headset (see fig. 1, number 

220, paragraph 0016); thereby when in receiving a phone call by way of the external 

telephone network, the microprocessor performs controlling in order that the headset 

communicates with the phone call directly (see paragraph 0016). Cheng fails to teach 

wherein the device utilizes the Bluetooth communication. Winkler teaches wherein the 

communication utilizes the Bluetooth communication between the headsets (see fig. 1, 
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numbers 101, 102, paragraphs 0016-0017). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the teaching 
of Winkler into the system of Cheng in order to improve the mobility between the 
devices (as suggested by Winkler paragraph 0017). 

As to claim 3, the combination of Cheng and Winkler teaches wherein the 
bluetooth interface circuit includes: an antenna; a bluetooth module connecting with the 
antenna, and connecting with the microprocessor to proceed with wireless two-way 
voice transmission with the bluetooth headset (see Cheng fig. 2, number 200, 
paragraph 0016). 

2. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cheng 
(US 2001/005595 in view of Winkler (US 2002/0160820) further in view of Gunn (US 
5.905.794) . 

As to claim 2, the combination of Cheng and Winkler fails to teach wherein the 
telephone interface circuit includes: a rectifier connecting with a telephone line, wherein 
the telephone line is connected with the external telephone network; a tone detector 
connecting with the rectifier and outputting ringing signals for the microprocessor to 
detect whether there are the ringing signals; a hanging hook controller connecting with 
the microprocessor and being used to render the microprocessor to control on/off hook 
to thereby cut off or connect with the external telephone network; a speech network 
circuit connected with the hanging hook controller, the rectifier, and a second external 
analog voice-input/output terminal separately for mutual receiving and transmitting vocal 
messages with the external telephone network. Gunn teaches wherein the telephone 
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interface circuit includes: a rectifier (see fig. 9, number 994, col. 8, lines 34-65) 
connecting with a telephone line, wherein the telephone line is connected with the 
external telephone network; a tone detector (see fig. 9, number 910) connecting with the 
rectifier and outputting ringing signals for the microprocessor to detect whether there 
are the ringing signals; a hanging hook controller (see fig. 9, numbers 920, 970, col. 8, 
lines 34-65) connecting with the microprocessor and being used to render the 
microprocessor to control on/off hook to thereby cut off or connect with the external 
telephone network; a speech network circuit (see fig. 9, number 994, col. 8, lines 34-65) 
connected with the hanging hook controller, the rectifier, and a second external analog 
voice-input/output terminal (see fig. 9, number 904, col. 8, lines 34-65) separately for 
mutual receiving and transmitting vocal messages with the external telephone network. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the teaching of Gunn into the system of Cheng and 
Winkler in order to detect the caller identification information. 
3. Claim 4. 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cheng (US 2001/005595 in view of Winkler (US 2002/0160820) further in view of 
Karabinis (US 2003/0054762) . 

As to claim 4, the combination of Cheng and Winkler fails to teach wherein the 
bluetooth interface includes further an ADC/DAC connecting with the blue-tooth module, 
so as to convert sound messages transmitted between the blue-tooth module and a first 
external analog voice-input/output terminal. Karabinis teaches wherein the blue-tooth 
interface includes further an ADC/DAC connecting with the blue-tooth module, so as to 
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convert sound messages transmitted between the blue-tooth module and a first external 
analog voice-input/output terminal (see fig. 15, numbers 1544, 1546, 1552, paragraph 
0101). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to provide the teaching of Karabinis into the system of 
Cheng and Winkler in order to convert the signals before transmitting and receiving. 

As to claim 5, the combination of Cheng, Winkler and Karabinis teaches wherein 
the first external analog voice-input/output terminal is electrically connected with the 
second external analog voice-input/output terminal (see Cheng, fig. 2, numbers 200, 
240, paragraphs 0016, 0017). 

4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cheng 
(US 2001/005595 in view of Winkler (US 2002/0160820) further in view of Shearer et al 
(US 2004/0203351) . 

As to claim 6, the combination of Cheng and Winkler fails to teach wherein the 
Blue-tooth interface circuit includes further a recharge circuit to provide recharging 
electric power for the blue-tooth headset. Shearer teaches wherein the bluebook 
powered up another device such as the headset (see paragraph 0005). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide the teaching of Shearer into the system of Cheng and Winkler in order 
to delegate or transfer the use of some functionality of the communication apparatus to 
the device. 
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5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cheng 
(US 2001/005595 in view of Winkler (US 2002/0160820) further in view of Kimata (US 
20020032039). 

As to claim 7, the combination of Cheng and Winkler fails to teach a telephone 
transfer switch connecting with the microprocessor to render the microprocessor to 
proceed to transferring with the bluetooth headset. Kimata teaches a telephone 
transfer switch connecting with the microprocessor to render the microprocessor to 
proceed to transferring with the bluetooth headset (see fig. 5, number 65, paragraph 
0043). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to provide the teaching of Kimata into the system of Cheng 
and Winkler in order to perform switching transmitting/receiving modes. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cheng 
(US 2001/005595 in view of Winkler (US 2002/0160820) further in view of Tsai et al 
(US 20020052181). 

As to claim 8, the combination of Cheng and Winkler fails to teach small light 
Switch connecting with the processor to render the processor to turn on small light 
wherein the small light provide a minute amount of illumination. Tsai teaches wherein 
the small light switch to active the display window (see paragraph 00266). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide the teaching of Kimata into the system of Cheng and Winkler in order 
to improve visibility to the users. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nhan T. Le whose telephone number is 571-272-7892. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 08:00-05:00 (Mon-Fri). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Urban can be reached on 571-272-7899. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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